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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed 4/1/05. 

Drawings 

2. The objection to the drawings is withdrawn, in view of applicant's amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by White, 
U.S. Patent No. 5,896,530. 

As per claim 1, White discloses a method of using a dynamic computing 
environment ("DCE") for a plurality of phases in a software lifecycle, (col. 1:12-17, 
"This invention relates ... to a system and method enabling a plurality of computers and 
associated computer resources, some or all of which may be heterogeneous in 
configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively process a variety of (software lifecycle) 
applications"), the method comprising: 
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- configuring the dynamic computing environment for a first phase in the 
plurality of phases (col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software 
architecture for enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, 
some or all of which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE), to 
cooperatively process applications (i.e. phases)", and col. 7:51-52, "dynamic changes to 
device configurations"), 

-wherein said configuring comprises: 

- allocating a first subnet (col. 3:40-44, "(allocating) a system and 
method of computer software architecture for enabling a plurality of computers 
(i.e. subnets), and associated computer resources (i.e. subnets), some or all of 
which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively 
process applications"), 

- allocating a first computing device coupled to the subnet (col. 3:40- 
44, "a system and method of computer software architecture for enabling a 
plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of which 
may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE composed of subnets), to 
cooperatively process applications)"), 

- allocating a first storage device coupled to the first computing 
device (col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture 
for enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer resources (i.e. 
storage), some or all of which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a 
DCE), to cooperatively process applications"), 
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- storing a first set of instructions on the first storage device (col. 
3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture for enabling a 
plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of which 
may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively process 
applications (i.e. instructions on the storage device)"), 

- using the configured dynamic computing environment in the first phase 
(col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture for enabling a 
plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of which may be 
heterogeneous in configuration, to cooperatively process applications (i.e. phases)"), 

- configuring the dynamic computing environment for a second phase in 
the plurality of phases (col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software 
architecture for enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, 
some or all of which may be heterogeneous in configuration, to cooperatively process 
applications (i.e. phases)"), 

- wherein said configuration comprises: 

-allocating a second subnet (col. 3:40-44, "(allocating) a system and 
method of computer software architecture for enabling a plurality of computers 
(i.e. subnets), and associated computer resources (i.e. subnets), some or all of 
which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively 
process applications"), 

- allocating a second computing device coupled to the subnet (col. 
3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture for enabling a 
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plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of which 
may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE composed of subnets), to 
cooperatively process applications)"), 

- allocating a second storage device coupled to the second 
computing device (col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software 
architecture for enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer 
resources (i.e. storage), some or all of which may be heterogeneous in 
configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively process applications"), 

- storing a second set of instructions on the second storage device 
(col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture for 
enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or 
all of which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively 
process applications (i.e. instructions on the storage device)"), 

- using the configured dynamic computing environment in the second 
phase (col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture for 
enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of 
which may be heterogeneous in configuration, to cooperatively process applications (i.e. 
phases)"). 

As per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses that the plurality of phases comprise a development phase (col. 4:22, 
"enabling development of application(s)"). 
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As per claim 3, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses: 

- using the configured DCE for a first task (col. 3:40-44, "a system and 
method of computer software architecture for enabling a plurality of computers, and 
associated computer resources, some or all of which may be heterogeneous in 
configuration, to cooperatively process applications (i.e. multiple tasks processed 
simultaneously)"), 

- using the configured DCE simultaneously with the first task for a second 
task (col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture for 
enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of 
which may be heterogeneous in configuration, to cooperatively process applications (i.e. 
multiple tasks processed simultaneously)"). 

As per claim 4, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses that the plurality of phases comprise an integration phase (col. 4:25-26, 
"enabling applications to be tested as large integrated applications"). 

As per claim 5, the rejection of claim 4 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses using the configured DCE for an integration phase comprises: 

- executing the first set of instructions on the first computing device, 
wherein the first set of instructions causes a first set of information to be 
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transmitted to a third computing device coupled to the first subnet (col. 3:40-44, "a 
system and method of computer software architecture for enabling a plurality of 
computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of which may be 
heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. several subnets), to cooperatively process 
applications (i.e. execute instructions)"), 

- in response to the first set of information, executing a third set of 
instructions on the third computing device (col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of 
computer software architecture for enabling a plurality of computers, and associated 
computer resources, some or all of which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. 
several subnets), to cooperatively process applications (i.e. multiple tasks processed 
simultaneously)"), 

- monitoring said executing the first and third set of instructions and a 
result of said executing the third set of instructions (col. 35:57, "a system has . .. a 
transaction processing monitor", and col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer 
software architecture for enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer 
resources, some or all of which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. several 
subnets), to cooperatively process applications (i.e. multiple tasks processed 
simultaneously)"). 

As per claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses that the plurality of phases comprise a testing phase (col. 4:25-26, 
"enabling applications to be tested"). 
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As per claim 7, the rejection of claim 6 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses if said using the configured DCE in the first phase results in an error, re- 
provisioning a clean environment in the configured DCE during the testing phase 

(col. 18:3-5, "when installing an application in a new system or when redeploying a new 
release of an application", and col. 7:51-52, "dynamic changes to device configurations 
(in response to errors)"). 

As per claim 8, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses a beta testing phase, wherein a first user performs said using the 
configured DCE in the first phase, and a second user performs said using the 
configured DCE in the second phase (col. 4:25-26, "enabling applications to be 
tested (in multiple phases)", and col. 17:5-10, "Similarly, more than one user may have 
multiple applications active on multiple systems at any one point in time.", and col. 
24:50-60, "modifications of program logic, data base query, panels, and/or any other 
components of the transaction will always be installed synchronously"). 



As per claim 9, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses that during the beta testing phase, said configuring the DCE comprises 
the first user installing the first set of instructions on the DCE and said using the 
configured DCE comprises the first user beta testing the first set of instructions 
using the DCE (col. 18:3-5, "when installing an application in a new system or when 
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redeploying a new release of an application", and col. 4:25-26, "enabling applications to 
be tested (in multiple phases)", and col. 17:5-10, "Similarly, more than one user may 
have multiple applications active on multiple systems at any one point in time.", and col. 
24:50-60, "modifications of program logic, data base query, panels, and/or any other 
components of the transaction will always be installed synchronously"). 

As per claim 10, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses a staging phase (col. 10:12, "(the system) provides for development of 
applications that execute under control of the IET through the user interface, and 
performs background functions at each stage of the application development. These 
stages can be defined as definition (i.e. staging), composition, construction and 
deployment"). 

As per claim 11, the rejection of claim 10 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses installing a new version of the first set of instructions and wherein using 
the configured dynamic computing environment comprises enabling access for 
at least one user to the new version of the first set of instructions (col. 18:3-5, 
"when installing an application in a new system or when redeploying a new release of 
an application"). 

As per claim 12, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses a deployment phase (col. 10:12, "(the system) provides for development of 
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applications that execute under control of the IET through the user interface, and 
performs background functions at each stage of the application development. These 
stages can be defined as definition (i.e. staging), composition, construction and 
deployment "). 

As per claim 13, the rejection of claim 12 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses testing the first set of instructions; and updating the first set of 
instructions if updates are required (col. 4:25-26, "enabling applications (i.e. a set of 
instructions) to be tested", and col. 4:19-20, "providing real time application upgrades"). 

As per claim 14, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses that the software lifecycle comprises a shrink-wrap lifecycle (col. 10:12, 
"(the system) provides for development of applications that execute under control of the 
IET through the user interface, and performs background functions at each stage of the 
application development. These stages can be defined as definition (i.e. staging), 
composition, construction and deployment", and the White system allows all of the 
operations performed during shrink wrap lifecycle development). 

As per claim 15, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses that the software lifecycle comprises a web site lifecycle (col. 10:12, "(the 
system) provides for development of applications that execute under control of the IET 
through the user interface, and performs background functions at each stage of the 
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application development. These stages can be defined as definition (i.e. staging), 

* 

composition, construction and deployment", and the White system allows all of the 
operations performed during website lifecycle development). 

As per claim 16, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further, White 
discloses that the software lifecycle comprises an ASP lifecycle (col. 10:12, "(the 
system) provides for development of applications that execute under control of the IET 
through the user interface, and performs background functions at each stage of the 
application development. These stages can be defined as definition (i.e. staging), 
composition, construction and deployment", and the White system allows all of the 
operations performed during ASP lifecycle development). 

As per claims 17-19, this is another method version of the claimed . method 
discussed above, in claims 1-16, wherein all claimed limitations have also been 
addressed and/or cited as set forth above. For example, see Whites portable and 
dynamic distributed applications architecture (col. 137:7-144:38). 

As per claim 20, this is an apparatus version of the claimed method discussed 
above, in claim 1 , wherein all claimed limitations, except for the use of virtual computing 
devices/subnets have also been addressed and/or cited as set forth above. For 
example, see Whites portable and dynamic distributed applications architecture (col. 
137:7-144:38). White discloses the use of virtual subnets and virtual computing 
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devices (definition: computing devices and subnets that are part of the DCE but whose 
resources have not been allocated yet, specification p. 7:1 3-16) at col. 3:40-44, "a 
system and method of computer software architecture for enabling a plurality of 
computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of which may be 
heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively process applications (i.e. 
instructions on the storage device)", and col. 7:51-52, "dynamic changes to device 
configurations (i.e. allocation of devices)". 

As per claim 21, this is a system version of the claimed method discussed above, 
in claim 1 , wherein all claimed limitations have also been addressed and/or cited as set 
forth above. For example, see Whites portable and dynamic distributed applications 
architecture (col. 137:7-144:38). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments have been considered but they are not persuasive. 

In the remarks, the applicant has argued substantially that: 

1 ) The cited sections of White do not disclose the allocation of resources or a 

distributed computing environment ("DCE"), at p. 11:4-6 and 12:4-7. 



Examiner's response: 
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1 ) The examiner disagrees with applicant's characterization of the applied art. 
White does disclose the allocation of resources and a DCE at col. 7:51-52, "dynamic 
changes to device configurations"), as disclosed in the art rejection, above. 

In the remarks, the applicant has argued substantially that: 

2) The cited sections of White do not disclose virtual subnets or virtual computing 
devices w.r.t. claim 20, at p. 13:1-2. 

Examiner's response: 

2) White does discloses the use of virtual subnets and virtual computing devices 
consistent with the definition in applicant's specification at p. 7:13-16, (i.e. computing 
devices and subnets that are part of the DCE but whose resources have not been 
allocated yet) at col. 3:40-44, "a system and method of computer software architecture 
for enabling a plurality of computers, and associated computer resources, some or all of 
which may be heterogeneous in configuration (i.e. a DCE), to cooperatively process 
applications (i.e. instructions on the storage device)", and col. 7:51-52, "dynamic 
changes to device configurations (i.e. allocation of devices)", as addressed in the art 
rejection of claim 20. 



In the remarks, the applicant has argued substantially that: 

3) The cited sections of White do not disclose the steps of executing and monitoring 
w.r.t. claim 5, at p. 13:15-17. 
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Examiner's response: 

3) White does disclose the steps of executing and monitoring, as addressed at col. 
35:57, "a system has ... a transaction processing monitor ", and col. 3:40-44, "a system 
and method of computer software architecture for enabling a plurality of computers, and 
associated computer resources, some or all of which may be heterogeneous in 
configuration (i.e. several subnets), to cooperatively process applications (i.e. execute 
instructions)"), and in the above art rejection. 

In the remarks, the applicant has argued substantially that: 

4) The cited sections of White do not disclose re-provisioning or providing a clean 
environment in the event of an error w.r.t. claim 7, at p. 13:19-21. 

Examiner's response: 

4) The examiner disagrees with applicant's characterization of the applied art. 
White does disclose re-provisioning or providing a clean environment in the event of an 
error at col. 18:3-5, "when installing an application in a new system or when 
redeploying a new release of an application", and col. 7:51-52, "dynamic changes to 
device configurations (in response to errors)", as addressed in the art rejection above. 

In the remarks, the applicant has argued substantially that: 

5) The cited sections of White do not disclose multiple users using a DCE and 
having each user perform tasks such as installation, w.r.t. claims 8 and 9, at p. 14:1-2. 
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Examiner's response: 

5) The examiner disagrees with applicant's characterization of the applied art. 
White does disclose multiple users using a DCE and having each user perform 
installation, at col. 17:5-10, "Similarly, more than one user may have multiple 
applications active on multiple systems at any one point in time.", and col. 24:50-60, 
"modifications of program logic, data base query, panels, and/or any other components 
of the transaction will always be installed synchronously", and as addressed above in 
the art rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andre R. Fowlkes whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3697. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00am- 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571)272-3695. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




